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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



Sir: 



Examiner Firmin Backer and the undersigned attorney discussed this case in a series 
of phone interviews on April 1, 2004; April 14, 2004 and April 29, 2004. These discussions 
focused on certain discrepancies in the Office action mailed on February 4, 2004. 



In particular, it was pointed out by the undersigned that the rejection under 35 USC 
102 was withdrawn with respect to claims 1-5 and 10-25 but the same rejection was then 
repeated for claims 10-17. The Examiner initially stated that the rejection was withdrawn 
with respect to all claims and then stated that it was withdrawn only with respect to claims 1 8- 
25. 
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It was also pointed out that the rejection of claims 1-5 and 10-25 under 35 USC 103 
was inconsistent because claims 18-25 were rejected on the grounds "they disclose the same 
inventive concept as claims 10-17." However, the features of claims 10-17 were not pointed 
out in the rejection under 35 USC 103. Only claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 USC 103 by 
attempting to point to specific features in the prior art. It was further pointed out that the 
claim language of claims 18-25 differed from the previous claims and that these claims had 
different claim features. A more detailed rejection of these claims was requested that would 
point out all the claim features in the prior art references. 

The Examiner agreed to issue a Supplemental Office action that would correct errors 
in the Office action and point out the claim features of claims 18-25 in the prior art references. 

The undersigned attorney attempted to contact Examiner Backer on April 29, 
subsequent to the discussion, to discuss the finality of the rejection. The Examiner was not 
available but a voicemail was left at the Examiner's number. In the voicemail it was noted 
that the Office action was marked as "final." However, the Office action appeared to reject 
original (unamended) claims under new grounds of rejection (see, at least, claims 1-5). 
Therefore, it was requested that the rejection, if made, be made non-final in any Supplemental 
Office action. 
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TRANSMITTAL - INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



Sir: 



Transmitted herewith are the following documents in the above-identified application: 

1 . Interview Summary (2 pages) 

2. Retum Receipt Postcard 

Respectfully submitted, 
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